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Figure 1: Patient flowchart
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Figure 2a: expected vs observed accrual
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Figure 2b: Cumulative accrual by treatment arm
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Figure 3: Time on follow-up by treatment arm (N=xxx)
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Figure 4: Time on treatment by treatment arm (N=xxx)
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Figure 5a: Distribution of adverse events
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Figure 5b: Distribution of adverse events by treatment arm
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Figure 6a: Distribution of serious adverse events
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Figure 6b: Distribution of serious adverse events by treatment arm
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Figure 7a: Distribution of serious adverse events
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Figure 7b: Distribution of serious adverse events by treatment arm



Figure 8a: Distribution of serious adverse events according to CTCAE Version 4
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Distribution of serious adverse events by treatment arm according to CTCAE Version 4

Figure 8b
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Figure 9a: Severity of adverse events
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Figure 9b: Severity of adverse events by treatment arm
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Figure 10a: Severity of adverse events according to CTCAE Version 4
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Figure 10b: Severity of adverse events by treatment arm according to CTCAE Version 4
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Figure 11a: Maximum severity of adverse event per patient
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Figure 11b: Maximum severity of adverse event per patient by treatment arm
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Figure 12a: Distribution of adverse events
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Figure 12b: Distribution of adverse events by treatment arm



Figure 13a: Distribution of adverse events according to CTCAE Version 4
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Distribution of adverse events by treatment arm according to CTCAE Version 4

Figure 13b



1004

80
<

E 60
£
-
w
[
o
L
5

= 40
[
2
=
g
o

204

Events 3-m PFS
04 )
— All pts 2000 x0.x%
T T T T T
0 1 2 3 4
Months
No at Risk
All pts 3000 et R 00 00

Figure 14: Progression-free Survival (N=xxx)
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Figure 15: Progression-free Survival by VeriStrat status (N=xxx)
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Figure 16: Overall Survival (N=xxx)



<
2
c
=
7]
B
5

No at Risk

Poor

Good

100 —l
80
60
40
20
Deaths 3mOSs
04 Poor K 00 x%
Good 300C WK X%
T T T T T
0 2 3 4 5
Months
pesd pesd pesd pesd pesd pesd
pesd pesd pesd pesd pesd pesd

Figure 17: Overall Survival by VeriStrat status (N=xxx)



